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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This communication is in response to the Amendment filed 31 August 2009. 

2. Claims 24-30, 33, 35-37, 41-45, 48-54, 56-63 and 65-74 are currently pending 
and claims 1-23, 31, 32, 34, 38-40, 46, 47, 55, 64, 73 and 74 have been canceled. In 
the Amendment filed 31 August 2009, claims 24-27, 33, 35-37, 41 , 43, 44, 48, 52-54, 
56, 61-63, 65, 66 and 68-72 have been amended and claim 75 is new. This action is 
made Final. 

3. The previous prior art rejections have been withdrawn as necessitated by 
amendment. 

Claim Objections 

4. The objections to Claims 24, 41 , 48 and 56 have been withdrawn. 

35 USC § 101 - Clarifications 

5. It is noted that the claimed computer readable memory medium is considered to 
be represented by the disclosed computer (see Remarks, page 9). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 24-30, 33, 35-37, 41-45, 48-54, 56-63, 65-72 and 75 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US PGPub 2002/0111960 to Irons et al 
(hereafter Irons) in view of US Patent 6,236,767 to Altman (hereafter Altman) in 
view of US Patent No 6,092,090 to Payne et al (hereafter Payne). 

Referring to claim 24, Irons discloses a method, comprising: 
receiving a succession of electronic documents into a computer document 
management system, wherein each of the succession of electronic documents is 
received at a corresponding point in time [scanning the documents] (see [0044]); and 
for each of at least a subset of the received electronic documents: 

the computer system generating a corresponding unique identifier 
[globally unique identifier] identifying a date [date] that corresponding to the point 
in time at which the electronic document was received by the computer system 
(see [0047] and [0048]); and 

the computer system storing, a respective plurality of attributes relating to 
the electronic document in each of a plurality of tables, wherein each of the 
plurality of tables includes the generated unique time-based identifier as one of 
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its respective plurality of attributes, and wherein at least one of the plurality of 
tables includes a first attribute containing information indicating a location of a 
physical document corresponding to the electronic document (see [0047] and 
[0078]); and 

the computer system accessing the plurality of attributes [meta-data] for 
the electronic document in at least one of the plurality of tables using the 
corresponding unique identifier [globally unique identifier] for the electronic 
document (see [0041] and [0047]). 

Irons fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation of the computer system 
generating a corresponding unique time-based identifier identifying a date and time of 
day that corresponding to the point in time at which the electronic document was 
received by the computer system. Altman discloses document management of physical 
documents and paper documents (see abstract), including the further limitation of the 
computer system generating a corresponding unique time-based identifier identifying a 
date and time of day that corresponding to the point in time at which the electronic 
document was received by the computer system [a value in the date/time field of the 
first table is automatically generated by the system during scanning] (see column 4, 
lines 43-47) and the computer system storing, in a storage array, a respective plurality 
of attributes relating to the electronic document in each of a plurality of tables of a 
relational database accessible to the computer system, wherein each of the plurality of 
tables includes the generated unique time-based identifier as one of its respective 
plurality of attributes, and wherein at least one of the plurality of tables includes a first 
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attribute containing information indicating a location of a physical document 
corresponding to the electronic document (see Fig 4 and column 3, lines 10-46). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the concept of a time-based identifier representing the time a 
document is scanned into the system and a relational database as disclosed by Altman 
as the global identifier and database of Irons. One would have been motivated to do so 
since the identifier of Irons can be anything that identifies the document and a relational 
database is a standard storage system well-known in the art. 

The combination of Irons/Altman fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation of 
a storage array. Payne discloses a document management system, including the 
further limitation of a storage array storing the attributes (see column 4, lines 22-54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the array of Payne to store the tables of Irons/Altman. One would 
have been motivated to do so since arrays allow for a Raid and a Raid provides for 
redundant storage and fault tolerance. 

Referring to claims 41, 48 and 56 and 75, the claims are rejected on the same 
grounds as claim 24. 

Referring to claim 25, the combination of Irons/Altman and Payne (hereafter 
Irons/Altman/Payne) discloses the method of claim 24, wherein, for a given electronic 
document received by the computer system: a first of the plurality of tables is configured 
to store a plurality of attributes relating to an entity originating the given electronic 
document (see [0048]; Altman: see column 4, lines 29-52)); and a second of the 
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plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of attributes relating to the location of 
a physical document corresponding to the given electronic document (Irons: see [0041]; 
Altman: see column 4, lines 29-52). 

Referring to claims 43, 52 and 61, the claims are rejected on the same grounds 
as claim 25. 

Referring to claim 26, Irons/Altman/Payne discloses the method of claim 25, 
wherein a date and time of day at which a given electronic documents is received by the 
computer system corresponds to a date and time of day at which the first electronic 
document was created by imaging a physical document (Altman: see column 4, lines 
43-47). 

Referring to claims 49, 50, 51, 58 and 59, the claim is rejected on the same 
grounds as claim 26. 

Referring to claim 27, Irons/Altman/Payne discloses the method of claim 26, 
further comprising the computer system retrieving a given electronic document in the 
succession of electronic documents from the storage array using the corresponding 
unique time-based identifier for the given electronic document; and wherein the time of 
day is specified by at least an hour value, a minutes value, and a seconds value 
[processing unit computes requested subsets of electronic images] (Altman: see column 
5, lines 8-28 and Fig 4). 

Referring to claims 60 and 66-68, the claims are rejected on the same grounds 
as claim 27. 
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Referring to claim 28, Irons/Altman/Payne discloses the method of claim 24, 
wherein said receiving includes: receiving imaged electronic documents (Irons: see 
[0044], lines 7-10); and/or receiving computer generated electronic documents (Irons: 
see [0044], lines 11-13). 

Referring to claims 45 and 65, the claim is rejected on the same grounds as 
claim 28. 

Referring to claim 29, Irons/Altman/Payne discloses the method of claim 28, 
wherein the imaged electronic documents include electronic documents that were 
created by imaging corresponding physical documents, wherein each corresponding 
physical document is marked with the corresponding unique time-based identifier after 
said imaging (Altman: see column 4, lines 54-65). 

Referring to claim 30, Irons/Altman/Payne discloses the method of claim 28, 
wherein the computer generated electronic documents include electronic documents 
received from one or more of the following sources: word processing programs, 
graphics programs, e-mail, facsimile transmissions [e-mail] (Irons: see [0044]). 

Referring to claim 33, Irons/Altman/Payne discloses the method of claim 24, 
further comprising: accessing a first electronic document stored in the storage system 
using a first unique time-based identifier, wherein the first unique time-based identifier 
corresponds to a first date and point in time of day when the first electronic document 
was received into the document management system (Irons: see [0041]; Altman: see 
column 2, line 56 - column 3, line 9). 
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Referring to claims 42 and 57, the claims are rejected on the same grounds as 
claim 33. 

Referring to claim 35, Irons/Altman/Payne discloses the method of claim 25, 
wherein: a third of the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of attributes 
relating to a task associated with the given electronic document; and a fourth of the 
plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of attributes relating to the physical 
document that corresponds to the given electronic document, wherein an attribute in the 
fourth table includes a type of physical document (Irons: see [0047]-[0048]). 

Referring to claims 43, 53 and 62, the claims are rejected on the same grounds 
as claim 35. 

Referring to claim 36, Irons/Altman/Payne discloses the method of claim 35, 
wherein a fifth of the plurality of tables is configured to store a unique value for the given 
document, wherein the unique value is formed by a combination of a value of a first key 
of the first table and a value of a second key of the second table (Irons: see [0048]). 

Referring to claims 44, 54, 63 and 69-72, the claims are rejected on the same 
grounds as claim 36. 

Referring to claim 37, Irons/Altman/Payne discloses the method of claim 36, 
wherein each of the tables is searchable using one or more attributes in addition to the 
unique time-based identifier (Irons: see [0048]). 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KIMBERLY LOVEL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2750. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John R. Cottingham/ /Kimberly Lovel/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2167 Examiner 

Art Unit 2167 

20 December 2009 
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